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TheHonorableJanetReno
AttorneyGeneral
United StatesDepartmentofJustice
Washington,D.C. 20530

RE: RecommendationsRegardingAppointmentof aSpecialCounsel

DearGeneralReno:

OnWednesdayyou announcedthat you would not follow CampaignFinancing
TaskForceSupervisingAttorneyRobertConrad’srecommendationto appoint a special
counselto investigateallegationsof illegal conductby VicePresidentAlbert Gore,Jr.
Your decisionwasnot a surprise. From my perspective,it wasnot a surprisebecauseyou
haveawell-developedtrackrecordof doingthewrongthing whenit comesto the
campaignfinanceinvestigation. You do not follow recommendationsthataredesigned
to promoteconfidencein theinvestigation,andyou cling to thebeliefthatit is
appropriatefor you— acareerDemocraticelectedofficial — to makethekey decisions
whenit comesto investigatingyourownpartyandyourown boss. Furthermore,you
havestoodidly by while yourpolitical subordinatesleakinformationthat undercutsyour
own investigation.You alsohavepermittedgrossderelictionsofduty, including:

• A failure to askthePresidentasinglequestionabouttheRiadyfamily until
April 21,2000.

• A failure to askthePresidenta singlequestionabout illegal foreignmoney
contributedin the 1996electioncycle until April 21,2000.

• A failure to asktheVice Presidentasinglequestionaboutthe Hsi Lai Temple
fundraisingeventuntil April 18, 2000.

• A failure to asktheVice Presidenta singlequestionaboutan exchangein
which he appearsto sayto AriefWiriadinata,amanresponsiblefor $455,000
in illegal campaigncontributions,“we oughta,weoughta,weoughtashow
Mr. Riadythetapes,someofthead tapes.”Nor did you askaboutthe
apparentresponsefrom oneofthePresidentialcoffeeattendees:“I’ll seeif I
can do that.”



In fact, it appearsthat you arepurposefullyavoidingreviewingtheoriginal
evidenceregardingpossiblecommentsby theVice Presidentaboutshowingissue
advertisementtapesto Mr. Riady,eventhoughyou haveknownaboutthis evidencefor
almostninemonths. Word wasleakingout oftheJusticeDepartmentearlierthis year
that yourprosecutorswerevery interestedin this apparentstatementby theVice
President.However,afterAssistantAttorneyGeneralJamesRobinson,DeputyAssistant
AttorneyGeneralAlan Gershel,AssistantAttorneyGeneralRobertRaben,andCampaign
FinancingTaskForceSupervisingAttorneyRobertConradwereaskedaboutthis
evidenceat apublichearing,theJusticeDepartmentseemsno longerinterestedin
following up on somethingthat wasoncea matterof interest. Makingmattersworse,you
standby while at leastoneof youradvisersanonymouslydenigratesthepoorqualityof
thecopyof thetapethat you possess.You areperfectlyawarethat this Committeehas
theoriginal videotape,andthat it would havebeenvery easyto makea simplerequestto
reviewthis evidence. From my perspective,it appearsthat onceagaintheJustice
Departmentis mortally embarrassed,andyou aretakingtheapproachthat if you keep
yourheadin thesand,thenmaybeno onewill notice.

Theabovereasonsarenot theonly basisfor my lack ofsurpriseregardingyour
decision. Theotherbasisis a little moreobvious— yoursubordinatesleakedthedecision
to anumberofnewspapersbeforeyou madeyourannouncement.Unlike thetimeswhen
your subordinateshaveleakedgrandjury information,ormadestatementsthathave
underminedyourinvestigation,puttingthis informationout beforeyourpressconference
wascertainlynot inappropriate.Whatwasinappropriate,however,wasthe lie that oneof
yoursubordinatestoldwhenhe said:“[t]his time, no otherprosecutorsin the government
thoughtit wasevenaclosecall.”1

This dishonestyprovidesa clearreasonwhy you shouldremoveyourselffrom the
decisionmakingprocess.TheAmericanpeopledeservean AttorneyGeneralwho
promotesconfidencein thejudicial process.Whenyou surroundyourselfwith people
who arepreparedto undercutyourownCampaignFinancingTaskForceSupervising
Attorney,ashashappenedon morethanoneoccasion,andwho actin adishonest
manner,therecanbe little confidencethat thedecisionsthatcomefrom thesepeopleare
appropriate.Furthermore,therecanbe no confidencein aprocessthatbrings in someone
from theoutsideto maketough,independentcalls— for exampleCharlesLa Bella and
RobertConrad— andthen ignoresandundercutsthemwhentheycometo honest
conclusions.

You alsotold theAmericanpeoplethat whereMr. Conrad’srecommendationwas
concerned,no further investigationwaswarranted.Theeveningbefore,however,one of
your subordinateswasspreadingdisinformationto theNew York Timesandthe
AssociatedPressaboutMr. Conradbeingcompletelyisolatedin his requestfor a special
counsel.Thiscanbe interpretedonly aspurepolitical spin, andit is unseemlywhenone
ofyour top advisersbehavesthis way. Whenyouradvisersmisleadthepublic, andthey
aremoreconcernedwith politics thanjustice,you havea seriousproblem. Clearly,
somethingis verywrongwith theteamthat you haveassembled.Unfortunately,thefair

Even you couldnot allowthat lie to stand,and you statedon Wednesday:“Today,Bob Conradhasbeen
taggedwith beingtheonly personin theJusticeDepartmentwho thoughtI shouldappointa special
Counsel.Although I’m notgoing to get into who recommendedwhat, I cantell you that that is notcorrect.”
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conclusionto bedrawnfrom this is that somethingis also verywrongwith the
decisionmakingprocessat theJusticeDepartment. It is for this reasonthat I havetoday
issueda subpoenafor Mr. Conrad’srecommendationto you, and theother
recommendationspertainingto theappointmentofa specialcounselthathavebeenmade
this year.

I amawarethat on Wednesday,during yourpressconference,you expresseda
preferencethat Congressnotaskfor this information, if we hadfollowed yourwishes,
however,we would neverhavelearnedthat yourinvestigatorshadfailed to asktheVice
PresidentabouttheHsi Lai Temple. We would not know that theyfailed to askthe
PresidentaboutJamesRiadyorforeignmoney. Wewould also notknow that theyseem
to be completelyindifferent to whetherVicePresidentGoresuggestedshowingissue
advertisementsto amanhe hardlyknew,who hadgivenoveronemillion dollarsin
illegal contributionsto theDemocraticParty,andwho lived in Jakarta,Indonesia.If this
statementwasindeedmade,the implicationsfor thecampaignfinanceinvestigation
would be significant.

In additionto theinformation calledfor in the subpoena,I would like to know
why you do notwant to reviewtheoriginal of theDecember15, 1995, WhiteHouse
coffeevideotape. As you areaware,theoriginal tapewasobtaineddirectly from the
WhiteHouseby theCommitteeandis currentlyin theCommittee’spossession.The
copy you have,which is thesameasthecopywewereoriginally given in 1997, is very
poorandthedialoguecannotbe clearlyunderstood.If thecaseis open,I canunderstand
why you would not answerthis question,andI would acceptyourrefusalto answer. I
would not beableto understandwhy you havewaitedsomanymonthsto askfor the
original evidencegiventhefactthat thecopy you now possessis almostuseless.
However,at leastyourrefusalto answerthequestionwould beconsistentwith past
practice.

If the investigationofJamesRiadyandtheVice President’spossiblerelationship
to illegal moneyreceivedfrom Mr. Riadyis closed,thenyou areableto explainwhy you
haveelectedto ignoretheoriginal evidencefrom theDecember15, 1995,WhiteHouse
coffee. Thus,pleaseinform me,no laterthanAugust31, 2000,whetherthe investigation
regardingJamesRiadyandVicePresidentGore’srelationshipwith JamesRiady is
ongoingor, if it is notongoing,explainwhy you haveclosedtheinvestigationprior to
reviewingoriginal evidencefrom theDecember15, 1995, WhiteHousecoffee.

DanBurton
Chairman

cc: TheHonorableHenryA. Waxman
Louis Freeh,Directorofthe FederalBureauof Investigation
RobertConrad,Esq.
Members,Committeeon GovernmentReform


